










































































































































































































































































































































Lower Merrimack River Corridor Management Plan 
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Table 11: Watershed Audit Findings and Comparisons for Hudson, Nashua, Merrimack, and Litchfield 

Mechanism and Activity Nashua Hudson 

WATERSHED STEW ARQSHIP PROGRAMS 

Stream Restoration Projects Yes Yes 
Pet Waste Management 

Yes Yes 
Ordinance 

Weekly 
Annually 

Street Sweeping (Downtown swept 3-
March - September 4 times per year)-

Use of Fertilizers and Pesticides 
Yes No 

on Public Lands 
Notes: 

Conservation program not in place. 
Conservation program encouraged, but not mandated in all cases. 
Conservation program required. 

Merrimack Litchfield 

No No 

No Yes 

As needed Annually 

Yes Yes 

Absent = 
Encouraged = 

Required = 
Progressive = Conservation requirements or local programs opera te at levels higher than State or Federal mandates. 

4.3 Existing Land Uses 

Land uses provide a general classification of activities that are loosely organized around the prescribed 
zoning of a particu lar area. Land uses are often more intuitive ways of viewing development patterns 
than zoning, since most everyone can relate to residential, commercial, and industrial uses, whereas 
zoning is strictly codified, and is therefore described differently between towns and is not readily 
comparable. General land uses within the quarter-mile river corridor for each of the towns is quantified 
in Table 12, and are illustrated in Figures SA and SB. 

Table 12: Existing Land Use Types in the Lower Merrimack River Corridor. 

Merrimack Litchfield Nashua Hudson Corridor Total 

Land Use Acres % Acres % Acres % Acres % Acres % 

Agriculture 0 0.0% 579.3 36.8% 0 0.0% 15.9 1.1 % 595.2 9.6% 

Commercial 62.5 3.8% 15.8 1.0% 139.2 8.8 % 20.3 1.5% 237.8 3.8% 

Industrial 393.7 23.9% 0 0.0% 235.9 14.9% 265.2 19.2% 894.8 14.5% 

Institutional 0.3 0.0% 14.8 0.9% 0 0.0% 3.2 0.2% 18.3 0.3% 

Residential 224.4 13.6% 320.8 20.4% 257.4 16.3% 458.8 33.1% 1,261.4 20.4% 

Mixed use 21.1 1.3% 11.6 0.7% 0 0.0% 0 0.0% 32.7 0.5% 

Municipal Facility 62.7 3.8% 4.6 0.3% 28 1.8% 8.9 0.6% 104.2 1.7% 

Open Space 96.4 5.8% 64.7 4.1% 0 0.0% 15.4 1.1% 176.5 2.9% 

Recreational 0.7 0.0% 71.1 4.5% 111.5 7.0% 173.4 12.5% 356.7 5.8% 

Roadways 101 6.1 % 50 3.2% 287.6 18.2% 113.4 8.2% 552 8.9% 

Right-ol-Way 11.5 0.7% 0 0.0% 47.1 3.0% 0.6 0.0% 59.2 1.0% 
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Table 12: Existing Land Use Types in the Lower Merrimack River Corridor. 

Merrimack Litchfield Nashua Hudson Corridor Total 
Land Use Acres % Acres % Acres % Acres % Acres % 
School 0 0.0% 14.4 0.9% 9.9 0.6% 2.8 0.2% 27.1 0.4% 
Vacant 411.7 25.0% 191.7 12.2% 221.5 14.0% 70.9 5.1% 895.8 14.5% 

Water 262.8 15.9% 235.9 15.0% 244.3 15.4% 235.6 17.0% 978.6 15.8% 

Total Corridor 1,648.8 1,574.7 1,582.4 1,384.4 6,190.3 

The character of each of the towns may partially be captured by the land uses which have the highest 
contributing percentages: Merrimack's land uses are predominated by both vacant land and industrial 
uses; agriculture makes up the highest percentage of land use in Litchfield; Nashua has relatively even 
and high percentages of industrial, residential, and roadway uses; and the bulk of Hudson's area is 
predominated by residential uses. For the region as a whole, residential uses make up the largest percent 
land area, at 20.4 percent. 

At smaller scales, and particularly for the river corridor itself, zoning can be a useful tool to allow 
prediction of future land uses and conditions based on current municipal regulations. While regulatory 
standards may fluctuate over time, zoning amendments are generally heavily scrutinized and publicly 
reviewed, and therefore zoning remains a feature which may be reasonably predictable. The corridor 
zoning requirements are illustrated in Figures lOA and lOB. 

4.4 Issues Summary 

The following sections discuss the status of the Lower Merrimack River corridor in relation to the overall 
management goals identified in Chapter 2 of this management plan. These issues will then be 
transformed into recommendations appearing in Chapter 5. In essence, these identified issues provide 
guidance on the actual studies, activities, or processes that would be useful in supporting the overall goal 
of preserving the character and integrity of the Merrimack River. 
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